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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

In this reply, Claim 49 is amended. No claims are canceled by this reply. No claims are 
added by this reply. Therefore, Claims 1, 3-5, 7,9-11, 14-37, and 39-50 are pending in the 
application. 
ART UNIT CHANGE 

It appears that the Art Unit (as shown on the Office Action and in Private Pair web 
interface) has changed from 2616 to 2619, but with the same Examiner. Applicant is unsure 
which is the correct Art Unit and respectfully requests that the correct Art Unit be listed on the 
Office Action. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS— 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1, 3-5, 7, 9-11, 14-37, 39-50 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,581,093 Bl ("Verma"). This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

Among other features, Claim 26 recites, "retrieving the configuration of each of a 
plurality of components by communicating with a client module residing at each component of 
the plurality of components" and "wherein the configuration policy is expressed in a set of 
Document Type Definitions." Verma does not disclose at least these quoted features of Claim 
26. 

Verma discloses, in Col. 1, lines 32-37, that a central repository can store parameters for 
network element configuration. Network elements, such as routers, workstations, firewalls, and 
hosts obtain their policies and/or configuration information from a repository 109. See Col. 3, 
lines 35-40. In other words, in Verma, the network elements retrieve configuration information, 
not from a client module residing at each component of a plurality of components, but from a 
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repository 109. Since the network elements retrieve configuration information from a repository 
109, there cannot be any retrieval of configuration information from any plurality of components. 
Therefore, Verma does not suggest or disclose at least "retrieving the configuration of each of a 
plurality of components by communicating with a client module residing at each component of 
the plurality of components" as recited in Claim 26. 

Additionally, Verma does not disclose that a configuration policy is expressed in a set of 
Document Type Definitions. Indeed, the phrase "document type" does not even occur in Verma. 
Those of ordinary skill in the art know what a "Document Type Definition" is. Verma does not 
disclose a "Document Type Definition" as that term is understood by those of ordinary skill in 
the art. As is defined at "http://www.w3schools.com/dtd/dtd_intro.asp," a Document Type 
Definition "defines the legal building blocks of an XML document. . . . [and] defines the 
document structure with a list of legal elements and attributes." Although Verma indicates that 
aspects of its invention relate to "a central repository which stores validation information" (Col. 
2, lines 31-32), this in no way implies that Verma' s approach involves any Document Type 
Definition of any kind. Therefore, Verma does not disclose "wherein the configuration policy is 
expressed in a set of Document Type Definitions" as recited in Claim 26. 

For at least the above reasons, Claim 26, and the claims that depend from Claim 26, are 
patentable over Verma under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

Among other features, Claim 1 recites a server that is configured to "(a) register each of 
the plurality of components, (b) perform dynamic probing operations on each of the plurality of 
components to identify configuration changes made to the configuration of each of the plurality 
of components,. . .". Verma does not disclose at least these features of Claim 1. 
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Although Verma discloses a server at Col. 3, line 56-57, such a server in Verma is 
disclosed as one of the network elements that access a directory. The directory may be used as a 
repository of policy information. See Col. 3, lines 45-46. As explained above, the network 
elements obtain their policies and/or configuration information from a repository 109. See Col. 
3, lines 38-40. The server in Verma (as pointed out by the Office Action) does not register 
anything, much less "register each of the plurality of components" as recited in Claim 1. 
Moreover, the server in Verma is one of many network elements that retrieve configuration 
information from a repository 109, and do not perform dynamic probing operations on any 
plurality of components. For at least the above reasons, Claim 1, and the claims that depend from 
Claim 1, are patentable over Verma under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

Among other features, Claim 7 recites "registering, with the server, each of a plurality of 
components; performing dynamic probing operations on each of the plurality of components to 
identify configuration changes made to a configuration of each of the plurality of components" 
Verma does not disclose at least these features of Claim 7. 

As discussed above with respect to Claim 1, no registration is mentioned in Verma with 
respect to the server disclosed in Verma. Also, in Verma, no dynamic probing operations are 
performed on any plurality of components, since the network elements in Verma retrieve 
configuration information from a repository 109. For at least the above reasons, Claim 7, and the 
claims that depend from Claim 7, are patentable over Verma under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

Among other features, Claim 14 as amended recites, "a management console capable of 
accessing the repository, wherein the management console comprises: at least one service 
interface for retrieving (a) the configuration of a particular component, of the plurality of 
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components, by communicating with the client module associated with the particular component, 
and (b) configurations of each other component of the plurality of components;" and "wherein 
the configuration policy is expressed in a set of Document Type Definitions". Verma does not 
disclose at least either of these quoted features of Claim 14. 

Verma does not disclose a management console at all. Moreover, in Verma, network 
elements retrieve policies and/or configuration information from a repository 109. See Col. 3, 
lines 38-40. There is no disclosure of retrieving any configuration from any plurality of 
components in Verma. A repository 109, as discussed in Verma, does not suggest, disclose, or 
teach any plurality of components from which configuration information may be retrieved. 
Therefore, Verma does not disclose, teach, or suggest the quoted features of Claim 14. 

Additionally, as discussed above with respect to Claim 26, Verma does not disclose that a 
configuration policy is expressed in a set of Document Type Definitions. Therefore, Verma does 
not disclose "wherein the configuration policy is expressed in a set of Document Type 
Definitions" as recited in Claim 14. 

For at least the above reasons, Claim 14, and the claims that depend from Claim 14, are 
patentable over Verma under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

For at least the above reasons, Claim 49 is also patentable over Verma under 35 U.S.C. § 

102(e). 
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CONCLUSION 



For the reasons set forth above, it is respectfully submitted that all of the pending claims 
are now in condition for allowance. Therefore, the issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance is 
believed next in order, and that action is most earnestly solicited. 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is 
believed that such contact would further the examination of the present application. 

Please charge any shortages or credit any overages to Deposit Account No. 50-1302. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Hickman Palermo Truong & Becker LLP 



Dated: March 19, 2008 



/HowardHLouie#60820/ 
Howard H. Louie 



Reg. No.: 60,820 



2055 Gateway Place, Suite 550 
San Jose, California 95110-1089 
Telephone No.: (408) 414-1080 x225 
Facsimile No.: (408) 414-1076 
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